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Protest of the Exiled Archbishop of 
Guatemala 


To the President of the Republic of Guatemala: 
Sir: 


On September 7, at half past five in the morning, the 
archiepiscopal palace of the city of Guatemala, where on 
the said date I was residing, was violently broken into by 
a squad of police acting under the orders of its officers. I 
was still in my private apartments and the door was closed. 
I was ordered to open it in the name of the public author- 
ities. This I immediately did. The leader of the squad 
made his way into my sleeping room and in the name of 
the Government gave me the order to leave, within the 
space of one-half hour, for the Port of San José, inform- 
ing me that I was expelled from the territory of the 
Republic in virtue of a government decree, of which he 
handed me a copy in a sealed envelope. I answered that 
d was aware of this, but that in the space of a half hour it 
was impossible for me to prepare for the journey thus 
forced upon me. In reply to this, the officer in charge 
insisted that I must comply with the orders which he had 
communicated to me. Realizing that I had no alternative 
but to obey, I begged him to be kind enough to leave my 
room in order to allow me to make the necessary prepara- 
tions. He answered that he had orders not to leave me 
out of his sight. I saw that in such circumstances no 
argument drawn either from common decency or right, 
would avail. In face of such an insult I gave way and I 
began to pack a few clothes into a small hand-bag. As 
soon as the short half hour granted to me had elapsed, I 
put myself under the orders of the government official 
and went out into the street. 

Four motor cars occupied by policemen were awaiting 
there to mount guard over me on the way to the railroad 
station, just as if I were a dangerous criminal. The 
whole of the way from the archiepiscopal palace to the 
Pamplona Station, I was thus surrounded by policemen, 
as if they could not take precautions enough to guard the 
prisoner whom they were conducting into exile. You 
may judge of my astonishment when at the Pamplona 
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Station, I saw that the car which was to bring me to the 
Port of San José was placed between two others packed 
with armed men. My astonishment was turned into sor- 
row and disgust, knowing the ridicule the scene, when 
known to the public, would inevitably draw down upon 
my country, when on the rear car I saw mounted a 
machine gun with gunner standing by ready to open fire 
if necessary. Apparently they were afraid the convoy 
would be attacked, for all the way-stations were guarded 
by troops and even their approaches as at Antitlan and 
Escuitla. Everywhere there were squads of soldiers, even 
at the entrance of the docks in the harbor. 

I firmly believe that the President of the Republic is 
aware that all this warlike display is in reality a gross 
insult offered to the head of the Catholic Church in 
Guatemala. In all these scenes that head has been treated 
as if he were the leader of a band of criminals, a danger 
and a menace to the State, whom it was necessary to lead 
away between muskets and machine guns, and to fling 
into exile. Such an insult was directed, not against an 
individual, but against the office such an _ individual 
occupies in a Hierarchy honored and respected in every 
civilized country, even by the highest authorities on earth, 
even by those who do not profess the religion of Christ. 
I do not intend to lay the responsibility of these proceed- 
ings on the President of the Republic. Such conduct is 
at utter variance with the practises of all nations that 
pride themselves on their civilization. For the honor of 
my country, from what I know of the spirit of culture of 
the magistrate who now directs its. destinies, I am but too 
ready to suppose that such acts have not received his 
approval. Nevertheless. this does not prevent me from 
addressing to him my protest. For I must fulfill my duty 
and let him know how much I resent the insult inflicted 
upon the Catholic Church and the Catholic people of 
Guatemala, in the person of him whom it recognizes in 
the country as the head of the religion professed by the 
vast majority of the people. 

I protest also to the President, with all the respect 
which the highest civil authority in Guatemala deserves, 
but.with all the firmness also which truth requires, against 
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the false charges contained in the articles of the decree of 
my banishment. It is false that the “Catholic clergy,” 
that is to say all the priests that make up that body, 
“directly, constantly and illegally interfered in the politics 
of the country”; it is entirely false that “they taught the 
masses disobedience to authority, and stirred them up to 
revolt against the Government.” The sweeping character 
of the accusation, for it embraces the entire clergy, is the 
best proof of its falsehood. Far indeed from the truth is 
the grave charge brought against the clergy of 
Guatemala that “it is responsible for the commission of 
the most criminal acts against human life, the gravest 
assaults upon hcnor and property, recorded since the be- 
ginning of the present year up to the present time.” So 
outrageous, Mr. President, is this charge, that I must 
reject it with indignation for the honor of the clergy of 
Guatemala, a clergy which on the whole has not its equal 
in the patience with which it bears its sufferings, and its 
spirit of abnegation and sacrifice. Before such an out- 
rage, I appeal, not to any human tribunal, but to the 
tribunal of Divine Justice itself. Before that tribunal, 
we shall one day appear, both you, Mr. President, and I 
who invoke its verdict, as well as those who mislead you 
into paths which your own convictions condemn. Nor 
shall the writers of slanderous charges, who have taken 
upon themselves the sad duty of propagating such 
fables, escape that tribunal. 

Even a priest, Mr. President, has the right to see that 
his honor and reputation are kept sacred and intact. 
More so than others he has a right to that in a Christian 
country. I shall not qualify by its proper name the 
conduct of those who gratuitously and unscrupulously 
slander the priest, because they realize that, prevented as 
he is by his very vocation, he can neither punish the 
slanderer, nor appeal to the organs of publicity, which are 
respected among all free peoples and which might defend 
him, since in his case they are practically inaccessible. It 
is false likewise that at the period to which the presiden- 
tial decree refers there were priests “who converted the 
pulpit into a platform of political propaganda, and the 
church into a forum of slander against the Government.” 
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In proof that the clergy was guiltless of such charges, the 
Minister of the Interior and of Justice himself can testify, 
that several priests against whom such charges were 
brought, begged to have their accusers appear in court, 
accusers who never heard them preach, in order to con- 
vince them of slander. But they were never brought face 
to face with their vilifiers. Equally slanderous is the 
charge that the clergy distributed seditious, revolutionary 
journals and papers in the Catholic churches. The Gov- 
ernment knows full well that the leaflet alluded to is a 
prayer which was circulated at the time when Sefior 
Estrada Cabrera was still in power. I say that the Gov- 
ernment is fully aware of this falsehood for the commis- 
sion charged, not long ago, with the duty of investigating 
the printing establishment which issued that leaflet, might 
easily be convinced of it. Even if. the publication of 
the prayer were posterior to the days of Sefior Cabrera, 
there is no proof that in that prayer as the decree says, 
God was asked to save and protect the flock “from a 
Government which rules it with purely civil laws.” This 
last phrase was added to the prayer by some one bent on 
bringing in a written proof against me and the clergy. 
Without these words no ground for my exile could be 
alleged in the mere fact that I begged God to protect and 
save the Catholic flock entrusted-to my care. I deeply 
regret, Mr. President, that such a serious document as 
the decree of my banishment, an historical document 
which must go down to history, signed by the Chief 
Executive of my country and his entire Cabinet, should 
have appealed to a forgery in order to base thereon ‘ 
reasons for the measures taken against me. There are 
means and instruments at our command to prove that the 
ecclesiastical authorities of Guatemala, neither during my 
term of office, nor before that time, ever approved any 
prayer with such words in it. Besides is it not incredible 
that in a republic that calls itself free, there should be no 
liberty to ask of God whatever one may deem proper? 

I omit several remarks that might be made on the first 
of the articles as found in the decree of expulsion. In 
the second article there is a special emphasis laid on the 
pretended participation of the clergy in the last popular 
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uprisings. The accusation includes “even the higher 
ranks of the clergy” for the assertion is made that the 
fact is demonstrated “by the late tragic events which have 
uselessly covered with blood the soil of the motherland.” 
These events, lamentable as’ they are of them- 
selves. Mr. President, prove absolutely nothing 
against either the clergy or its highest representa- 
tives. Impartial history will say who are the in- 
dividuals really responsible for them. For the hidden 
hand is at last discovered and the authors of a crime are 
in the end unmasked. To the minds of honorable men 
the accusations trumped up against the clergy of 
Guatemala by the journals of the party in power, the only 
ones that enjoy complete liberty, have not been proved. 
Acting in concert they have slandered the clergy and 
priests in every form, and no avenue of defense was left 
open to them, as in their case, liberty of the press did not 
exist. This of course was necessary in order that the semi- 
official press might be able to spread unmolested the most 
absurd stories about priests, viz., that they had given 
orders to ring the church bells as a signal for a popular 
uprising ; that a priest, or some priests, had from the pul- 
pit stirred the people to murder every Liberal ; that in the 
archiepiscopal palace there had been midnight gatherings 
of the enemies of the Government; that the Archbishop 
himself was the leader of the insurrection and other silly 
tales of that nature. The enforced silence of the victim. 
whose mouth is gagged by his assailants, is no proof 
that he is guilty of the crimes imputed to him. 

It is given out as a fact that on the night of August 20, 
the church bell of San Francisco de la Antigua was rung 
at an unusual hour. Granting the fact as true, how can 
it Le proved that the bell was rung by a priest, as a signal 
for a popular uprising? And it is worth while noticing 
that in La Antigua there was no insurrection nor any 
sign of such. On the other hand there were uprisings in 
towns where there are no priests, and where there were 
none for a long time, as at San Lucas, San Bartholmé, 
Taxisco, Chiquinmulilla, San José Pinula. Nevertheless, 
Mr. President, in the decree which banishes me, it is as- 
serted that the responsibility of both the clergy and the 
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highest authorities of the Church for the lamentable and 
tragic events which have stained the soil of Guatemala 
with blood, was clearly established. 

Admitting as a fact the guilt of the clergy, it was a 
logical conclusion to accuse the Archbishop of not having 
prevented the evil, or what is a still more grievous charge, 
of conniving with the wrong-doing of his priests. Both 
accusations are registered in the reasons assigned for my 
expulsion in the decree. But it logically follows that if 
the charges against the clergy are ill-founded, as they cer- 
tainly are, the charges against the Archbishop should be 
as untrue. More than once I received hints from the 
Government, it would seem, although very indirectly, to 
dispatch a circular letter in which I was to forbid the 
clergy to take any part in politics. Before doing so, it 
was my duty to find out, and I did so, whether in reality 
the priests, or at least any considerable number of them 
were guilty of the fault, which from the very beginning of 
the trouble, the Government attributed to them (Note of 
December 20, 1921). Finding no reason to forbid a thing 
which in reality did not exist, I deemed such a prohibi- 
tion useless on the one hand, and on the other an insult to 
the clergy, for in reality there had been no guilt. Such 
was my own verdict. Other individuals, on whose 
prudence I relied, and to whom I exposed the case, were 
of the same opinion. They all decided that what I had 
said to the clergy on the subject, viva voce, during the 
time of the “Spiritual Exercises,” which according to the 
prescriptions of the canon law, priests are bound to make 
at stated times, was amply sufficient. I now congratulate 
myself for not having forwarded the letter hinted at. For 
it is certain that it would have been taken as a convincing 
proof that the clergy interfered in politics, in as much as 
a reproof on that score had been necessary on the part of 
the ecclesiastical authority. 

In the last note of the Minister of the Interior and of 
Justice, antedating only by four days the decree of ex- 
pulsion—and this explains why it was not answered at 
length—he accuses the clergy “of not dedicating itself 
with zeal to the duties incumbent on it and neglecting to 
improve the moral condition of the various classes of 
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society.” You, Mr. President, fully understood that 
among the hundred priests who constitute the clergy of 
Guatemala, not all are apostles; that here and there, there 
may be some lack of zeal. I shall not try to excuse the 
remiss and the slothful. But that sloth and lack of zeal 
can very easily be explained in the circumstances which 
surround the priest, especially in the country districts. 
They realize that not a few of the local representatives 
of the civil and military power are far from giving 
examples of virtue and morality in their conduct. At 
times the officials are patterns of misconduct. If the 
priest censures their vices, or in any way reprimands 
them, they immediately consider themselves offended and 
the Government is informed that the parish priest is 
preaching against them. 

This is the story of many of the accusations brought 
against the clergy, which no doubt were welcomed and 
acted upon. Besides, in order to improve the morality of 
the working classes, one of the most important social 
means of doing so is to prevent the growth of the princi- 
ples of a destructive Socialism among them. So the world 
over, in all civilized countries, priests found working- 
men’s associations and unions which have absolutely 
nothing to do with politics. Those who have carried out 
this program in Guatemala are accused of promoting 
seditious meetings. The Government welcomes the 
accusation, summons the accused to the Capital and makes 
that city their prison. Such a case happened a few days 
before my expulsion. To exact of the priest that he 
should toil in the cause of civilization, to place sinister 
interpretation on his conduct and to punish it as an act 
of rebellion, is something unheard of in the history of 
religious persecution. 

When I was informed of the condition of my arch- 
diocese, I was anxious to leave for the pastoral visit of the 
territory entrusted to me, and I intended to start at the 
beginning of the year. But, as you, Mr. President, will 
remember, at the beginning of your administration, there 
were signs and manifestations of discontent and unrest 
in a few districts, notably at Antigua and Palencia. These 
happened to be the only districts which I had visited when 
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I went to bless the newly restored churches. Then cer- 
tain semi-official papers began to spread the news that I 
had gone there in order to prepare a popular uprising. 
The very absurdity of the invention mattered little, for 
the charge actually destroyed itself by a mere comparison 
of dates. For the blessing of the parish of Palencia took 
place in October, that at Antigua in November, 1921, 
when as yet the Liberal-Federalist Government did not 
exist, since it entered into office only in the following 
month. Seeing all this, well informed and prudent per- 
sons thought it wise, and the logic of the facts confirmed 
their verdict, that it would be better for me not to start 
on my pastoral tour for a time. For every disorder that 
might take place in the districts visited would undoubtedly 
be ascribed to the Archbishop and his clergy. 

Let me recall to you, Mr. President, something of the 
past. On December 20, a few days before the events took 
place which put in power the party now in control in 
Guatemala, the Minister of the Interior and of Justice 
forwarded me a note in which he exposed, on behalf of 
the new Government, his plans and ideas with regard to 
the Catholic religion. But at the same time, began that 
eeries of accusations against the clergy, which explained 
what the Government meant by the formula “A Free 
Church in a Free State.” I did all in my power to in- 
vestigate the truth of the charges made in general against 
certain priests in the note of December 20, and more 
especially with regard to certain parish priests in the 
subsequent additional and explanatory notes of January 
3 and 21, 1922. I could then clearly see that the proofs 
on which the Minister relied for the guilt of the priests 
indicated, were nothing else but the complaints and peti- 
tions of a few dissatisfied individuals, followed perhaps 
by a quantity of signatures added without knowing what 
the parties to them were doing, or into what they had 
been tricked. More than once similar petitions reached the 
archiepiscopal chancery. The whole purpose of which was 
to get rid of the parish priest, who, either reproved their 
vices, or thwarted their selfish plans, or simply would not 
allow himself to be controlled by busybodies who pre- 
tended to command in the interior of the sanctuary and 
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even regulate the ringing of church bells. But supposing 
that in a few cases it were certain that a small number of 
priests should have wrongfully interfered in politics, with 
what right is the entire clergy of Guatemala indicted with 
the most serious charges, both in official notes of the 
Government and also in the decree of my banishment? 
But there is more, Mr. President. In the decree the 
Government takes upon itself to make me responsible for 
preventing establishment of an accord between the Church 
and the State, such as from the beginning, the Govern- 
ment by the note of December 20, seemed to inaugurate. 
It is evident that accord was my most ardent desire, and 
that too for the good of my country which I sincerely 
love. But the principles of the most elementary prudence 
bade me wait until the deeds squared with the words. 
And the text of the note itself gave me but little hope in 
as much as it gave me proof of the largeness of views of 
the Government that “up to the present time (fifteen days 
after its entrance into office) it had given no orders, nor 
caused any worry, nor brought about any persecution 
against the ministers of religion.” A strange proof of 
friendship—that you are doing no harm or wrong to the 
man whom you want to make your friend! 
Unfortunately the facts soon came to give the lie to 
the words. A few days after the aforesaid note was 
written, a priest from North America who was on his 
way to the capital for a short stay, was prevented from 
landing at Puerto Barrios under pretext that he was a 
Jesuit. He was not allowed to do so, because a law still 
in vigor forbids éntrance into Guatemala of the members 
of the Society of Jesus. It is a fact that the law exists. 
It is not now the moment to discuss its justice. But for 
thirty years almost, the governments which have succeeded 
one another during this long period, declared that the law 
forbade their entrance for the purpose of establishing 
themselves in the Republic, not merely to pass through its 
territory or to spend a few days on its soil. The strict 
interpretation placed by the Government on the aforesaid 
law gave us clearly to understand the large view the Gov- 
ernment took of religious liberty when intended for 
Catholics, for its method of procedure for ministers of 





10 PROTEST OF THE EXILED ARCHBISHOP 





other religions is quite different. A similar incident to 
the one that took place at Puerto Barrios occurred some 
time after. Another priest tried to land at San José, 
there to take the railway to the Mexican frontier, without 
remaining in Guatemala more than the time such a 
journey would consume. He was not allowed to do so and 
‘had to return to the point from which he came. I 
could wish, Mr. President, that you could hear the com- 
ments made on all these occurences by travelers who cross 
the seas and will carry far and wide the tidings so painful 
for a true patriot to hear, that Guatemala is the most 
backward country in the world. 

But let me continue. It is well known that in January, 
1888, General Barillas issued a decree, by the terms of 
which foreign priests were not allowed to enter the 
country. But the Assembly of that year declared the 
decree unconstitutional, and in consequence it was an- 
nulled. In spite of this the Government now in control 
in Guatemala ordered the Commandant of the Port of 
San José to forbid two foreign priests to enter the coun- 
try and even not to allow them to land on the dock, and 
that in virtue precisely of the decree which the Assembly 
had declared unconstitutional. 

I might adduce other facts such as odious and vexatious 
measures against priests. In almost all the districts of 
the Republic they were forced to appear several times 
before the police officers in order to be threatened with 
rigorous penalties and forced, several of them, for this 
alone, to make long journeys, one, indeed, being locked 
in a filthy jail after an odious charge had been brought 
against him to keep him away from his district, while the 
presidential elections were going on. Given these facts, 
and they are not isolated but systematically repeated, 
which render the conciliatory words of the Government 
absolutely ineffective, my line of conduct was marked 
out. It was not certainly to promote or to foment revo- 
lution or revolt. Such a path is closed to me by my duty, 
by patriotism, by conscience, by those wise and prudent 
laws with which the Catholic Church binds her ministers 
and especially her Bishops. For that reason I reject as 
absurd the accusation that I have played the hypocrite or 
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that I have connived in the unfortunate events which 
lately have filled our country with grief. 

The form of my conduct with regard to the Govern- 
ment had to be and has been that of aloofness, not a 
hostile one, but a dignified one, as a mute protest against 
the facts to which I have alluded; against the connivance 
of the same Government with a press which day by day 
spreads the most atrocious calumnies against the clergy 
and the Catholic people of Guatemala; a press which the 
Government should have restrained, not only because jus- 
tice required it, but even the sentiment of national dignity. 
It is well known that the press is the thermometer by 
which foreigners judge of the degree of intellectual and 
moral culture of a country. 

I shall conclude, Mr. President, and I shall do so by 
alluding to the closing articles of the decree of my ex- 
pulsion. As a last reason for that expulsion, it is alleged 
that my residence in Guatemala was a continual violation 
of the law which absolutely and forever prohibits en- 
trance into the Republic to the members of the Society 
of Jesus. To this I might reply, that if the intention of 
the Government were in reality, as the decree recites, to 
base the relations of Church and State on conciliatory 
methods and mutual respect, the most natural and ob- 
vious course was to accept as a fact, accomplished before 
the advent to power of the present Administration, that a 
member of the Society of Jesus was already in peaceful 
possession of the Archbishopric of Guatemala. 

But even prescinding from this, the law to which you 
appeal does not apply in the present case, for from the 
moment the Episcopal dignity was entrusted to me, I 
ceased juridically to belong to the Society of Jesus. For 
I was then freed from all obligation of obedience to the 
superiors of the Order. The bonds which the religious 
who has been lifted to the aforesaid Episcopal dignity 
retains with the religious family of which he was a mem- 
ber, are purely spiritual and do not come within the 
sphere of the law. Accordingly, Mr. President, in what 
legislative code does a law affecting a body, affect also 
those who do not juridically belong to that body? For 
the same reason, illegal in the present case is the applica- 
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tion of the law which excluded the Society of Jesus from 
Guatemala ; illegal likewise in the case of the priests, who, 
according to article 28 of the decree of banishment, are 
condemned to exile, because in the past they at one time 
belonged to the same Society. 

But, even in case these alleged reasons should not prove 
convincing, it is time, Mr. President, that Guatemala 
should realize that in this matter it is much behind the 
times, for the entire world has corrected the standards by 
which it judged the Society of Jesus as if it were a 
society of darkness, a danger to the State. A mere glance, 
Mr. President, at the civilized world will make you realize 
that in all the nations of Europe, Portugal, perhaps, ex- 
cepted; in all the nations of America, Saxon as well as 
Latin, with the sad exception of Guatemala and of an- 
other republic; in all the civilized regions of Asia, Africa 
and Oceanica, the Society of Jesus exists, officially rec- 
ognized in some places, in others devoid of official char- 
acter, but honored and respected by the various Govern- 
ments, summoned even into their territory as a civilizing 
force, as in Japan and in the vast colonial empire of Great 
Britain. What will be said of the Government of my 
country, which de jure et de facto is a Catholic country, 
when it becomes known that the head of the Catholic 
Church in that land has been sent into exile without any 
time to make the necessary preparations, with an extraor- 
dinary display of military force, just because he had be- 
longed to a Society which in the rest of the world is ap- 
pealed to and welcomed as a great moral force, a potent 
factor of civilization and culture? 

I beg you to excuse, Mr. President, the length of this 
protest. It could not be shorter. It might be longer, 
were I to take into consideration the gravity of the charges 
heaped together in order to justify the measures con- 
tained in the decree of September 8, which wrested me 
by force from my country and from the midst of the faith- 
ful Catholics entrusted to my spiritual jurisdiction. 

Relying on your sentiments of justice and fair play, Mr. 
President, I hope that when the decree of my expulsion 
is brought before the Legislative Assembly, that body 
shall also be informed, as justice demands, of this pro- 
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test, in which I thought it my duty to answer the charges 
on which the decree is based. 

I beg God, Mr. President, to enlighten those who con- 
trol the destinies of Guatemala. May He make them 
realize that they will never bring happiness, peace and 
progress to our beloved country, as long as they oppose 
the religious sentiments of a people, almost entirely Cath- 
olic, their own countrymen of Guatemala. Believe me, 
Mr. President, I am, 

Sincerely yours, 
Luts JAvreR MuNos y Capuron, 
Archbishop of Guatemala. 








Restore Civilization Through Art 


RaLtewH ADAMS CRAM. 


ETWEEN the years 100 and 1500 life was more 
nearly right than at any time before or since, there- 
fore the art of medievalism, that we call Gothic, was the 
greatest art the world has known, and it is to this that we 
return by instinct, or rather by the grace of God, when we 
teel the need of release from intolerable conditions, and so 
search for the succor we desperately crave. But beauty is 
also a testing of things, and it may well be that the loss of 
it out of the life we have made for ourselves is not wholly 
dissociated from that reversal of values which is the de- 
termining factor of contemporary life, while its recovery 
(if this be possible) may conceivably be one of the ef- 
fective means whereby we shall be enabled to get back once 
more to a sound basis of life. 

In the sudden and egregious disillusionment that has 
overtaken us we revolt against the current order of things, 
so arduously and so proudly built up, because it reveals 
itself now as illogical and incompetent, as fostering injus- 
tice rather than equity, as tending toward selfishness, op- 
pression, the destruction of liberty, the exaltation of ig- 
uorance, vulgarity and venality, and because it has engend- 
ered fear, jealousy, cruelty and hatred instead of love, 
fellowship and compassion. 

In both the material and the psychological spheres ugli- 
ness rules. The city of industrialism, the decadent and vul- 
garized village, the metropolis of commerce and finance; 
the means of locomotion and transportation, the music 
and drama and literature and architecture of the multitude, 
the newspapers and the advertising, the very clothes and 
customs of society are conceived not only without refer- 
ence to beauty but in terms that are its antithesis and its 
destruction. From the greater part of the multifarious 
religions and philosophies of the day beauty has long since 
departed ; government knows it not, but functions in drab 
ineptitude at the best, or in cynical selfishness and venality 
at the worst, while industrialism, with the trade and finance 
that are its concomitants, has so utterly destroyed the 
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beauty that inheres in human relationship that at last overt 
warfare has taken the place of the hundred years’ sullen 
but covert enmity, in the hopeless effort to solve the prob- 
lems that on this plane are unsolvable. 

The “age of reason” has found its issue at last in an in- 
terlude of singular unreason. We have followed it far 
enough and we must know that the methods that brought 
us to this pass will not serve for extrication. Expediency 
and opportunism bred of hate and fear are ill foundations 
on which to build. It is not justice we need, but mercy ; 
not wisdom but enlightenment. If the intellect cannot 
save, may not that higher faculty, the emotional factor 
of the interior and essential man, which is the channel of 
supernatural grace, living and having its being in the realm 
of physical and spiritual beauty, and testing all things by 
its judgments? 


JupGED 1n Courts oF BEAuTY. 


Bring up to the bar of the courts of beauty any one of 
the things that offend us today, no matter what this may be, 


and abide by the verdict rendered. For the sake of imper- 
sonality let it be a modern city, anything from Somerville 
to Chicago, and what has beauty to say in the premises? 
Before its austere regard, for beauty is no tolerant sybar- 
ite, the bold pleading of business efficiency, of plausible 
economic law, of material progress, of a mechanistic phil- 
osophy of evolution, of modernism in a word, falls thin 
and unconvincing. 

We may apply the same test where we will, the answer 
is the same. He would be bold indeed who could assert 
that anywhere he had found a controlling spirit of beauty, 
or beauty in any wise manifest. Already we admit this 
tacitly, but so long as we “got results” we adjusted the 
difference by discarding the beauty as of no commercial 
value and therefore as a negligible quantity, while we made 
of art an amenity of life like a limousine or a string of 
matched pearls; something added to life by those whose 
fancy took that particular turn and who could afford the 
price. 

And now that the efficiency is less regular in its opera- 
tion and the “result” less frequently forthcoming, we fall 
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back as is our wont on the intellectual panacea ; on the com- 
pulsion of law and the coercion of laws, with the conscious- 
ness of physical force always in the background. We try 
to make men good by legislation, wise by compulsory and 
secularized education, just in their judgments and effective 
in their actions by the application of the “scientific prin- 
ciple.” The success that follows is not staggering in its 
magnitude. Is it unreasonable to urge that by the use of 
beauty as a standard of values and as a revelation oi 
ideals, we may perhaps the more easily accomplish the re- 
jection and abandonment of much that we now, in our 
heart of hearts, know to be unworthy and that through the 
wise application of the same agency we might succeed 
in establishing a more workable method of controlling the 
vagrant will of man? 

Something of this was working hiddenly behind the 
events that I have epitomized in the “Gothic Revival,” and 
it is just because of this which seems to me the inner 
meaning of the desperate nineteenth-century revolt against 
ugliness, and for the recovery and restoration of beauty, 
and because of the peculiar manifestations of this revolt, 
that I must maintain that it possesses a far deeper signi- 
ficance than that generally accorded. In other words, the 
startling and anomalous return to medievalism, in re- 
ligion, philosophy and the arts, particularly architecture, 
not to speak of the coincident falling back on the Middle 
Ages for a criticism of industrial civilization and for a 
new model of reconstruction, is in actuality the most signi- 
ficant happening of modern times, and a reliable prophecy 
of the future. It is the Counter-Renaissance in simple 
fact, the first stirrings of what will have ultimate issue in 
the rejection of the new paganism and a restoration of the 
Christian polity. 


Must Restore CIVILIZATION. 


As a result of recent revelations, we know both the need 
and the significance of a thing that once seemed whimsical 
and episodic, and again we take up the smoking torch, cast 
down in weariness and failure. It is no less than Christian 
civilization we have to restore, and we may find one road 
to our goal by the way of a Christianized art that leads 
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us to beauty, that in its turn serves as one of the channels 
of the grace of God. 

So there is no unreason in our effort to build Gothic 
churches today, for this particular art we try to recover is 
the title-deed to our inheritance. Every stone that we cut 
and lay, however clumsily and by inadequate modern meth- 
ods, is so much added to the new fabric of a restored 
civilization. It is not the pandering to an ephemeral fash- 
ion, but the proclamation of a creed “I believe” ; no longer 
the “I deny” of a doubtful faith. 

I would plead with all earnestness for the recovery o1 
beauty as an essential part of life, in its quality as expres- 
sion of the best and highest things, as a stimulus to.greater 
and more adventurous endeavor, as a sound method of 
testing values, and equally I pray for the recovery of art 
as a singular source of joy, as the truest communal expres- 
sion, and as the symbolical manifestation of these things 
that are too high and far for other voicing. Yes, but 
this means beauty in the Christian, not the pagan, sense, 
and art as a common thing, not an added amenity of life 
nor as the peculiar possession of the few. If we make of 
beauty a cult isolated from life, if we accept it only after 
the pagan and Renaissance fashion as a sense-perception 
and as a stimulus either to intellectual or voluptuous en- 
joyment, then are we lost indeed. 

Our natural reaction to the stimulus, whenever it be- 
comes operative, is to establish more and greater art mu- 
seums, more and greater art schools, more and greater 
art lectureships. I do not think that any one of these 
things ever was, is now, or ever will be, a vital agency for 
the restoring to a starved world of the sense of beauty, or 
to decadent art of its energizing soul. Art is an expression 
of flourishing life, it is not a product of propaganda, pub- 
licity or pedagogy. Unless beauty can become an active 
principle in life, visible and operative in our institutions 
and in our methods, it will remain far afield; unless art 
can hecome the normal and instinctive mode of expression 
of all men it will continue moribund as now. ' 

Is it an impasse in which we find ourselves, a situation 
which denies us good life unless we first acquire beauty, 
and beauty unless we first acquire good life? I think we 
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have the will, now, in good measure but there is error in 
the direction in which this will is applied. We still rely on 
machines and mass-action for the redemption of society, 
we still adhere to our art-museum propaganda and our art- 
school pedagogics for the recovery of beauty and the re- 
creation of art becattse we have not as yet been able to 
emancipate ourselves from the old intellectualistic methods 
which wrought our undoing. We now call upon them to 
accomplish redemption. This way lies nullity and failure. 
We must rather win back the old consciousness that made 
possible the Christian society and the Christian art of the 
Middle Ages, the consciousness that life itself is greater 
than any of its parts, that it is more than the sum of its 
component individuals, that it has in a word both unity 
and personality. When we see this we shall know that life 
tannot be divided into separated categories each part func- 
tioning in individualism anda by methods of high speciali- 
zation, but that vitality can be attained only by interpene- 
tration and coordination. By this I meun that religion and 
beauty, for example, have as much, ;.erhaps more, to do 
with the selving of our industrial. prob.cms than have the 
mechanistic economic laws we have deduced from half- 
comprehended phenomena, and the science of psychology 
we have invented to explain them. And I mean also that 
the possession of beauty and the function of art are inti- 
mately and absolutely an integral part of life itself and are 
neither attainable nor usable, nor even desirable, unless 
they are so related. . 

I will try to explain what I mean by giving a concrete 
instance which shows how beauty and its art, as these were 
transformed and regenerated under Christianity, were 
made an integral and essential part of life; how they 
served as expression and stimulus; how they brought joy 
and emancipation, and how they worked for the achieving 
of fulness, righteousness and unity in life. 


Tue Mass THE SYNTHESIS OF BEauty, 


What was the greatest synthesis of beauty made opera - 
tive through art, that man has ever achieved? The answer 
is very simple; it was a Gothic cathedral of the thirteenth 
century during a Pontifical High Mass, and somewhere 
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about the middle of the fourteenth century in England, or 
the fifteenth century in France. Every art raised to its 
highest point was here brought into play in one place and 
associated in absolute union with the greatest beauty of 
thought, emotion and action that have ever been the pos- 
session of fallen man. Painting, sculpture, and a score of 
exquisite minor arts, as those of glass, needlework and 
enamel, with the crafts of the goldsmith, the wood-carver 
and the bell-founder, were here co-ordinated through the 
supreme power of the master-art of architecture in an 
unity that was almost Divine in its perfection. To this 
unity entered other arts that they might breathe into it 
the breath of life; music first of all, and poetry and the 
drama through the sublime liturgies and ceremonial that 
had grown up through a thousand years of striving and 
aspiration and the revelations that are their boon and re- 
ward. And all were for the exposition and realization of 
the supreme beauty of spiritual things ; the durable love of 
God for His children through the Sacrifice of Calvary, 
eternally renewed upon the altar, and the veritable presence 
of His Spirit through the miracle of the Mass. 

Truly here was all the beauty man may ever know on 
earth, knit up into perfect unity, and all the art man can 
achieve used to its highest end and with a poignancy that 
may never be excelled. Beauty has become life, life beauty, 
and art the common possession, the common expression, 
of all the people, and a Divine force incomparable. 

It is here that I rest my case; it is for you to draw such 
inferences as please you. This however I may say. If it 
were for me to determine those methods which seemed to 
give the best promise of solving our social and industrial 
and political problems after a fashion that would insure 
the restoration of a vital, joyful and enduring scheme of 
existence ; if it were for me to determine how best ugliness 
might be expelled from life and beauty brought back, and 
art regenerated in power and effect, I should no longer hesi- 
tate in my decision. Every energy would be given towards 
restoring to society such chapels and churches and monas- 
teries and cathedrals as the Christian world possessed for 
- a thousand years, with all the arts as nearly as possible in 
their old integrity, that in these sanctuaries of the living 
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God might be shown forth daily, hourly, the selfsame re- 
ligious faith, by the selfsame methods, and with the self- 
same power, that held in the old days of Christian civil- 
ization. 

Beauty must be linked again with life, and art given 
hack its true service. I know of no piace where this can 
better begin than in the case of religion. If we had this 
back in its old nature and power we should not need to 
trouble ourselves over the problem of art for it would 
burst into a glorious flowering as before. I think that per- 
haps through a conscious attempt at a recovery of the art 
and its right application we may be making more easy the 
way towards the regaining this greater thing which, once 
achieved, would solve more than esthetic problems. 

The Gothic revival in architecture which first marked 
the great return to the ideals and the ways of the Christian 
Middle Ages was not a passing phase of disillusion, but a 
prophecy of the great recovery. Ten years have finally 
cleared the field and the way is open for renewed advance. 
Doubt, denial and fear may now be cast aside for the 


Standard of the Captain of our Salvation has been set up 
anew, and it is inscribed with the words, “Lord, I believe; 
help Thou mine unbelief.” 








